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across the current notions of spiritual existence in his
criticism of religion, that he considers the possibility of
being that is not corporeal, and scouts it: arguing that
if anything really exists it is and must appear as
extended; or that if anything (ghost or spirit) appears
extended without being really so it is merely phantas-
mal, like a dream-image or reflection of an object in
water, devoid of all true reality.

For the scientific theory of ."Body, however, to which
he thus confines himself, lie finds it necessary to make
pllilosopllical distinction of the notion of Accident, un-
derstanding this as widely as attribute or quality.
Negatively, accident is neither body nor part of body
nor in any intelligible sense (as it is said) inherent iu
body. Positively, it is better understood by examples
than by any formal definition. If it must be put into
words, ITobbes cannot otherwise express it than as our
way of conceiving body or (which, he says, is the same
thing) the power body has of making itself be conceived.
But the true question to ask in the case of any accident;
is rather: How does it happen (tt.a'-irfif) that body ap-
pears thus or thus] which implies that it might appear
otherwise ; and this is just what can be said of all its
ways of appearing save one. The extended magnitude
because of which anything is railed body cannot be
absent unless the body censes to be, or cannot be. con-
ceived as in any way altered while the. body remains
what it is; but all other accidents under which body is
thought of may be generated or destroyed, and when a
body itself is said to be generated or destroyed it in
properly of its accidents (always excepting its extended
magnitude) that this is to bo understood. What IMK